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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker,
small business continues to get the
cold shoulder from the Clinton admin-
istration.

Recently, | introduced the Small
Business OSHA Relief Act. Seventy-
five of my colleagues have cosponsored
the bill. The bill is entirely made up of
provisions that the Clinton administra-
tion at one point or another claimed to
support. And it would give some needed
relief to small business from an agency
which is too often unnecessarily adver-
sarial and lacking in common sense.

I wrote the Secretary of Labor on
April 15 asking for his comments on
the bill. | hoped that he would support
it, since it is entirely taken from his
and the President’s statements of relief
they claimed to support for small busi-
ness.

Well, here we are on June 5 and we
still have not even received a response
from the Secretary of Labor. | realize
that relief for small business from
OSHA'’s excesses does not rank very
high on the priority list of the Sec-
retary of Labor. In fact, | don’t think
that small business concerns are on his
priority list at all.

But | guess | shouldn’t be surprised
that the Secretary of Labor shows no
interest and support for legislation to
help small business. After all, this ad-
ministration talks a good line, but does
not back up its words with action.

INCREASED OUT-OF-POCKET
LIABILITY FOR SENIORS

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | want-
ed to point out that the Republican
Medicare plan would drastically in-
crease out of pocket costs for seniors
citizens. Basically, it is the same thing
we had last year. Last year the Medi-
care bill the Republicans passed dou-
bled the Medicare part B premium
from $46.10 in 1995 to about $89 in 2002.
It would have increased the Medicare
premium by $440 per couple per year.
Well, that did not work so now the Re-
publican leadership comes up with an-
other proposal.

This year the new Republican pro-
posal would allow doctors to over-
charge seniors for standard medical
procedures. According to the Physician
Payment Review Commission, a non-
partisan panel of experts that advises
Congress, this could leave beneficiaries
exposed to substantial out-of-pocket li-
ability in the range of 40 percent of
their Medicare bill.

Under the Republican plan, a senior
needing major surgery, for example,
could end up facing thousands of dol-
lars in medical bills which neither
Medicare nor Medigap policies would
cover. So once again the Republicans
are substantially increasing out-of-
pocket expenses for seniors. That is
what their Medicare plan is.
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SAVE MEDICARE

(Mr. DELAY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, Medicare
needs to be rescued, yet the President
and the Democrats prefer to save their
own political futures. Millions of sen-
iors will lose their health care benefits
if the Medicare system goes bankrupt,
yet Bill Clinton and the Democrats
would rather scare seniors about plans
to protect it.

The Medicare trustees have con-
cluded that Medicare is going broke
faster than previously thought, yet Bill
Clinton has done nothing to save it.
Medicare would not be around for the
next generation, yet Bill Clinton runs
millions of dollars of ads attacking the
Republicans for trying to find ways to
preserve it.

Mr. Speaker, who is being responsible
when it comes to Medicare, and who is
being irresponsible? The answer, to me,
is obvious. The White House has taken
demagoguery to a new level. They have
scared seniors to secure their own po-
litical futures.

Mr. Speaker, that is wrong. | urge
the White House to change their tac-
tics and join with the Republicans in
saving Medicare.

SAVE MEDICARE ONCE AGAIN

(Mr. VOLKMER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. VOLKMER. Mr. Speaker, in an-
swer to the gentleman from Texas, |
would like to know why the radical Re-
publicans under the Speakership of
NEWT GINGRICH still are proposing to
cut Medicare in order to give big tax
breaks to the wealthy? Yes, they lost
last year. The President vetoed the
bill. Now they are trying again.

Look at their budget. We can see
what NEWT GINGRICH says right here.
He said it publicly, we are going to let
it wither on the vine. We will not cut it
this year, but in 7 years it is going to
be gone.

Not only NEwT GINGRICH, but what
about the Presidential nominee, BoB
DoLE? BoB DOLE is very proud of the
fact: | was there fighting the fight, vot-
ing against Medicare 1 out of 12 be-
cause we knew it would not work in
1965.

Yes, they want to get rid of Medi-
care. That is their whole proposal, and
it is not just to get rid of it, it is to
give tax breaks for the wealthy. That
is where they will get their money.

| say to the American public and I
say to the Members of this House, we
are not going to do it this year either.

IT IS TIME FOR ACTION TO SAVE
MEDICARE

(Mr. DOOLITTLE asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Speaker, yes-
terday the Medicare Board of Trustees,
made up entirely of Clinton adminis-
tration appointees, reported that Medi-
care is going bankrupt sooner than ex-
pected, now projected to be by early in
the year 2001.

Last year the Republicans led the
fight to save this system with a Medi-
care Preservation Act. This act in-
creased benefits, attacked waste and
preserved Medicare for future genera-
tions, and it put the program in sound
financial condition.

In that plan we proposed increasing
per-person spending by over $2,000 per
year over the course of the next 7
years. But the President vetoed the
plan.

Yesterday, Mr. Speaker, the trustees
showed yet again it is time for action
to save Medicare. Let us hope that the
Congress and the President will act co-
operatively to save Medicare while
there is still time. As the trustees
write in their own report, “‘prompt, ef-
fective and decisive action is nec-
essary.”

IMPACT OF MEDICARE AND
MEDICAID CUTS ON HOSPITALS

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to send a warning to my col-
leagues who believe that Medicare and
Medicaid reductions will not reduce
the availability of affordable quality
health care for millions of low-income
children, senior citizens and the dis-
abled.

I would direct all of my colleagues to
an article in the June 4 New York
Times which illustrates the impact on
private hospitals of Medicaid reduc-
tions and the explosion of managed
care. The result is that many hospitals
are in serious financial danger and will
ultimately close.

My warning to other Members is to
think about their own districts and
States. If hospitals in New York can
close even before the full implementa-
tion of a $158 billion reduction in Medi-
care and a $72 billion reduction in Med-
icaid, what are the implications for the
other States? New York has always
taken pride in the level of investment
in health care. Can other States make
the same claim?

| recognize the need to control Medi-
care and Medicaid spending, but the
Republican budget proposal goes well
beyond fiscal responsibility and will re-
sult in a reduction in health care serv-
ices. We can help encourage greater ef-
ficiency in hospital operations, we can
help encourage the lack of overutiliza-
tion in hospitals and we can encourage
savings, but New York hospitals clos-
ing should sound a warning bell to all
Members of Congress.
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